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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6-23-06 
has been entered. 

C/a/m Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1 1,16.17,40-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 1 recites "wherein the firs 
entity comprising at least one transmitter radiating the control signal in a radiation 
pattern defining a boundary of the given location" claim 1 page 2, lines 7-8. Applicant 
defines the boundary as a map stored in the mobile device (page 21, lines 29-30) and 
the control signal as possibly being a GPS signal (page 21 , lines 25-27), however, the 
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examiner failed to determine where is the disclosure the boundary being defined by a 
radiation pattern of the control signal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 11,16,17,33,42,44-56.59-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Leason (7043286). 

6. Regarding claims 1 1 ,53 Leason teaches a method of altering operation of a 
device based on location, the device having default control logic that causes the device 
present an audible alert signal when the device receives a ring signal, the method 
comprising in combination (figs. 1-3): 

when the device is in a given location, the device receiving from a first entity 
(110, fig. 1) a control signal associated with the given location (col. 2, lines 60-67). and 
the device responsively asking a second entity (fig. 3. 160 ) for a set of alternative 
control logic to be executed by the device when the device receives the ring signal, 
wherein the firs entity comprising at least one transmitter radiating the control signal in a 
radiation pattern defining a boundary of the given location, wherein the alternative 
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control logic cause the device to present a vibration alert signal when the device 
receives the ring signal (col. 2, lines 60-67. col. 3, line 55-col. 4, line 20); 

the device receiving the set of alternative control logic from the second entity, the 
device storing the set of alternative control logic in data storage (col. 4, lines 10-20); and 

the device thereafter receiving the ring signal and responsively applying the 
alternative control logic to present the vibration alert signal rather than applying the 
default control logic to present the audible alert signal (col. 3, line 55-col. 4, line 20); and 

upon a predetermine duration after the device has exited the given location, the 
device reverting to a mode in which the device applies the default control logic rather 
than the alternative control logic (col. 5, lines 20-46). 

Regarding claims 16,54 Leason teaches applying the default control logic 
to present the audible alert signal comprises emitting a first predetermined signal 
structure, and wherein applying the alternative control logic to present the vibration alert 
signal comprises emitting a second predetermined signal structure (col. 2, lines 60-67, 
col. 3. line 55-col. 4. line 20). 

Regarding claims 17,55 Leason teaches wherein applying the default 
control logic to present the audible alert signal comprises presenting a first 
predetermined signal perceptible to a user, and wherein applying the alternative control 
signal to present the vibration alert signal comprises presenting a second 
predetermined signal perceptible to user (col. 2, lines 60-67, col. 3, line 55-col. 4, line 
20). 
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Regarding claims 33,56 Leason teaches flagging the alternative set of 
control logic as an active set of control logic and after receiving the control signal but 
before flagging the alternative set of control logic as the active set of control logic, 
prompting a user of the device to approve change in function of the device, and 
receiving a user response indicating whether or not the user approves (col. 3, lines 50- 
55, col. 4, lines 43-50). 

Regarding claims 44-48,59-61 Leason teaches wherein the boundary of 
the given location substantially coincides with a room of a building (fig. 1 , col. col. 2, 
lines 60-67). 

Regarding claims 49-51 Leason wherein the one transmitter comprising 
an infrared transmitter (fig. 1 , col. 2, lines 60-67). 

Regarding claim 52 Leason detecting presence of the device in the given 
location and responsively sending the control signal to the device in the given location 
(col. 2, lines 60-67, col. 3, line 55-col. 4, line 20). 

7. Claims 11,16,17,33,42,44-56,59-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Maeda (6597895). 

8. Regarding claims 1 1 ,53 Maeda teaches a method of altering operation of a 
device based on location, the device having default control logic that causes the device 
present an audible alert signal when the device receives a ring signal, the method 
comprising in combination (figs. 1-3): 

when the device is in a given location, the device receiving from a first entity 
(command transmitter 7, fig. 3) a control signal associated with the given location (col. 
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3, lines 48-55), and the device responsively asking a second entity (processing circuit 
21 , fig. 1 ) for a set of alternative control logic to be executed by the device when the 
device receives the ring signal, wherein the alternative control logic cause the device to 
present a vibration alert signal when the device receives the ring signal (col. 3, line 55- 
col. 4, line 10); 

the device receiving the set of alternative control logic from the second entity, the 
device storing the set of alternative control logic In data storage (memory 22) (col. 3, 
lines 50-67); and 

the device thereafter receiving the ring signal and responsively applying the 
alternative control logic to present the vibration alert signal rather than applying the 
default control logic to present the audible alert signal (col. 2, line 57-col. 3, line 10); and 

upon a predetermine duration after the device has exited the given location, the 
device reverting to a mode In which the device applies the default control logic rather 
than the alternative control logic (col. 4, lines 46-51 ). 

Regarding claims 16,54 Maeda teaches applying the default control logic 
to present the audible alert signal comprises emitting a first predetermined signal 
structure, and wherein applying the alternative control logic to present the vibration alert 
signal comprises emitting a second predetermined signal structure (col. 2, line 50-col. 3, 
line 10). 

Regarding claims 17,55 Maeda teaches wherein applying the default 
control logic to present the audible alert signal comprises presenting a first 
predetermined signal perceptible to a user, and wherein applying the alternative control 
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signal to present the vibration alert signal comprises presenting a second 
predetermined signal perceptible to user (col. 4, lines 1-51). 

Regarding claims 33,56 Maeda teaches flagging the alternative set of 
control logic as an active set of control logic and after receiving the control signal but 
before flagging the alternative set of control logic as the active set of control logic, 
prompting a user of the device to approve change in function of the device, and 
receiving a user response indicating whether or not the user approves (col. 2, line 50- 
col. 3, line 10). 

Regarding claims 42,44-48,59-61 Maeda teaches wherein the boundary of 
the given location substantially coincides with a room of a building (col. 2, line 50-col. 3, 
line 10). 

Regarding claims 49-51 Maeda wherein the one transmitter comprising an 
infrared transmitter (col. 2, line 50-col. 3, line 10). 

Regarding claim 52 Maeda detecting presence of the device in the given 
location and responsively sending the control signal to the device in the given location 
(col. 2, line 50-col. 3, line 10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 40-41 and 57-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leason (7043286) and further in view of Grube et a! (5778304). 

Regarding claim 40-41 and 57-58 Leason does not specifically teacli 
device use GPS to determine the position within the given location and device sending 
position determination message to the first entity so as to communication the position of 
the device to the first entity. 

In an analogous art, Grube et al teaches device determine the position within the 
given location and device sending position determination message to the first entity so 
as to communication the position of the device to the first entity (col. 3, lines 10-52). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device of Leason by specifically adding features in 
order to enhance automatically controls services based on geographical location of 
mobile telephones as taught by Grube et al. 

1 1 . Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Leason 
(7043286) and further in view of and Ung et al (20010031641 ). 

1 2. Regarding claim 43 Leason does not specifically teach network address 
comprises an Internet Protocol address. 

In an analogous art, Ung et al teaches network address comprises an Internet 
Protocol address (para. # 0059). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of 
Leason by specifically adding features IP address to for use with wireless carriers, 
Internet service providers as taught by Ung et al. 
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13. Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leason 
(7043286) and further in view of and Gabai et al (6773344). 

14. Regarding claim 43 Leason does not specifically teach network address 
comprises an Internet Protocol address. 

In an analogous art, Gabai et al teaches network address comprises an Internet 
Protocol address (col. 25, lines 58-67 and coL 44. Iine60-col. 45, line 10). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the device of Leason by specifically adding features IP address to for 
use with wireless communication system. Internet sen/ice providers as taught by Gabai 
etal. 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 1 ,16-17.33,40-61 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khawar Iqbal whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7909. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone 
number is (571)272-2600. 

Khawar Iqbal 
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